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1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 8,10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Claim recites that the angle formed by the first 
section is in the range of 45-85 degrees. However, if the angle in this range were to be 
45 degrees, then it is not understood how he first section would be more nearly vertical , 
as recited in claim 1 .because as at 45 degrees the first section would be between a 
vertical and horizontal position. Clarification is required. In regard to claims 10 and 11, 
the angle formed by the second section is in a range of 15-60 degrees or in claim 1 1 is 
about 45 degrees. Again, if the angle is 45 degrees, then, as recited I claim 1, it is not 
understood how the second section is more nearly at a horizontal angle, because as at 
45 degrees the angle would be between a vertical and a horizontal position. Also if the 
angle is more than 45 degrees, as recited in claim 10, then the angle of the section 
would be more to a vertical position that a horizontal position, as recited in claim 1 . 
Clarification is required and no new matter is permitted. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-6,8-11,13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over *Petterson et al in view of Swift.As the claims would be understood, *Petterson et al 
discloses a dispenser for dispensing sheet products*. Note also in figure 2 the entire 
body 20 supported by the stand 48,50 at an angle. Note the openable cover 40 and the 
rubber feet 54.To modify Petterson et al's angled body for one having two sections, 
would be obvious in view of the teachings of Swift which shows in figure 2 the upper 
section 1 and the lower section 5 at an angle to the upper section so as to provide a 
better reach within the dispensing opening to dispense an article. The modified body of 
Petterson et al would effect oblique angles relative to a horizontal surface for the two 
sections of the body, in so much as, the entire body is angled when mounted upon the 
stand. In regard to claims 8-1 1 , to provide that the two sections would be disposed at 
any desired angle or range of angles would be obvious as a mere choice of structural 
orientation design , and, therefore , this design feature is not afforded any patentable 
weight. In regard to claim 2, to provide that Petterson et al's body is detached form the 
stand would be obvious as a mere choice to detach to remove structural elements, as 
so desired, and, therefore, this detachment expediency feature is not afforded any 
patentable weight. In regard to claim 3, to provide Petterson et al's body for means to 
mount upon a vertical surface, would be obvious in view of the further teachings of 
Swift's use of the wall mounts 2 to provide for further means to mount the dispenser. 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Petterson et al in view of Swift*** as applied to claims 1-6,8-1 1,13*** above, and further 
in view of **Sigl et al. To provide that Petterson et al's dispenser would dispense 
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interfolded sheets would be obvious in view of the teaching s of Sigl et al's use of the 
interfolded sheets 6 to provide for better dispensing of the sheets.* 

6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
*Petterson et al in view of Swift** as applied to claims 1-6,8-1 1, and 13*** above, and 
further in view of *Spencer et al. To modify Petterson et al's provided for mounting 
means for openings on the rear of the body would be obvious in view of the teachings of 
Spencer et al's use of the openings 246 in figure 3 to also provide for a mount to a 
wall.** 

7. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
*Petterson et al in view of Swift** as applied to claims 1-6,8-1 1 and 13*** above, and 
further in view of **Margulies. To provide Petterson et al's body with flanges to co- 
operates with a cover would be obvious in view of the teaching of Margulies, which 
shows in figure 1 a body 6 having the flanges 46 to co-operate with the cover 4 so as to 

effect a better seal with the body and the cover. 
* 

8. Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over *Petterson et al in view of Swift** as applied to claims 1-6,8-1 1 and 13*** above, 
and further in view of *Boone et al. To modify Petterson et al's cover to be transparent, 
would be obvious in view of the teachings of Boone's use of the transparent cover 316 
in column 13, lines 52-55, so as to provide for an indication of the amount of sheets to 
be dispensed.** 

* 
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9. Hooper is cited showing in figure 2 another type of angled body having two 
sections 3,4. 

* 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenneth W. Noland whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6941 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday .each week. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Donald Walsh can be reached on (703) 306-4173. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

*** 
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